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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 3, 4, 13, and 14 are objected to because of the following informalities: Applicants 
did not introduce the terms "the group" and "the time" properly. Examiner suggests changing 
"the group" to "a group" and "the time" to "a time". Please correct other claims, which may 
have a similar informality. Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claims 5, 9 and 15 objected to because of the following informalities: Applicants did not 
introduce the term "the group" properly. Examiner suggests changing "the group" to "a group". 
Please correct other claims, which may have a similar informality. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1-2, 6-8, 10-12, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Matsumoto et al. (U.S. Pat. 5,796,428). 

For claim 1, Matsumoto discloses a method of creating photo vignettes, said method 
comprising: 

accessing digitized photos (col. 8, lines 13-20); • 

accessing photo-clustering parameters (col. 8, lines 28-35); and 
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clustering said digitized photos in accordance with said photo-clustering parameters to 

obtain digitized photo vignettes (col. 8, lines 28-35). 

For claim 2, Matsumoto teaches the method as recited in Claim 1, further comprising: 

accessing a photo-distribution parameter (col. 8, lines 13-35); and 

enabling selective distribution of said digitized photo vignettes in accordance with said 

photo-distribution parameter (col. 8, lines 13-35). 

For claim 6, Matsumoto teaches the method as recited in Claim 1, further comprising: 
Annotating at least a portion of said digitized photo vignettes with meta data pertaining to 

said digitized photo vignettes. 

For claim 7, Matsumoto discloses a system for inducing acquisition of photo images (fig. 

1), said system comprising: 

a photo-accessor (110/111) for accessing photo images (col 8, lines 13-20); 
a photo-clusterer (101) for clustering said photo images to obtain digitized photo 

vignettes (col. 8, lines 28-35); and 

a photo-distributor (102) for enabling selective distribution of said digitized photo 

vignettes such that a user is enabled to freely acquire said photo images and have said photo 

images automatically clustered into said digitized photo vignettes for selective distribution (col. 

8, lines 13-35; col. 9, line 53 - col. 4; col. 11, line 59 - col. 12, line 11; col. 12, lines 24-45). 

Also, please see figs. 5, 12, 19, and 21-22. 

For claim 8, Matsumoto discloses the system of Claim 7, further comprising: 

a media repository (104/109) for storing said photo images and said digitized photo 

vignettes (col. 8, lines 13-35). 
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For claim 10, Matsumoto discloses the system of Claim 7, wherein said photo-distributor 
comprises a digitized photo presentation module (ref. 113; col. 8, lines 13-27). 

For claim 11, Matsumoto discloses a computer-readable medium (104/109) comprising 
computer executable instructions stored therein, said instructions for causing a computer system 
(fig. 1) to perform a method corresponding to method claim 1. Therefore, claim 1 1 is analyzed 
and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 1. 

Claims 12 and 16 are computer-readable medium, method claims corresponding to the 
method claims 2 and 6, respectively. Therefore, claims 12 and 16 are analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed with respect to claims 2 and 6, respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



Application/Control Number: 10/822,1 10 



Art Unit: 2622 



Page 5 



7. Claims 3, 4,13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsumoto et al. (U.S. Pat. 5,796,428) in view of Squilla et al. (U.S. Pat. #6,396,537). 

For claim 3, Matsumoto teaches the method as recited in Claim 2, wherein said photo- 
distribution parameter is selected from the group consisting essentially of: 

the time when said digitized photos were taken (col. 8, lines 52-56; col. 10, lines 35-52; 
figs. 10-12), the geographic location at which the digitized photos were taken (col. 13, line 31- 
67; figs. 31-34), the camera's position relative to the subject mater of said digitized photos (col. 
12, line 62 - col. 13, line 30; figs. 26-30), a specified subject matter of said digitized photos (col. 
9, line 53 - col. 10, line 35; figs. 5-9), the person who produced said digitized photos (col. 14, 
lines 1-37; figs. 5 and 35-38), a receiver of said digitized photo vignettes (fig. 1, ref. 102; col. 8, 
lines 13-3 5), and the confidentiality classification of the subject matter of said digitized photos 
(col. 9, line 53 - col. 10, line 4; fig. 5). 

However, Matsumoto does not expressly teach wherein said photo-distribution parameter 
is the camera used to take said digitized photos. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Squilla teaches the camera used to take said digitized 
photos (fig. 7, col. 8, lines 1-13). In light of the teaching of Squilla, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the photo- 
distribution parameter of Matsumoto in order to provide a method for accessing (reviewing) the 
capabilities of the camera (Squilla, col. 8, lines 1-22). 

Claims 4, 13 and 14 are method claims where each of claims 4, 13, and 14 corresponds 
to the method claim 3. Therefore, claims 4, 13, and 14 are each analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 3. 
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8. Claims 5, 9, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsumoto et al. (U.S. Pat. 5,796,428) in view of Iida (U.S. 2004/0008260). 
Note : Claim 9 will be discussed first. 

For claim 9, Matsumoto discloses the system of Claim 7, wherein said photo-accessor is 
configured to access digitized photo images acquired from a photo-acquisition device selected 
from the group consisting essentially of: 

a conventional camera (fig. 1, ref. 101), and an existing repository (104/109). Please read col. 8, 
lines 18-35). 

However, Matsumoto does not expressly disclose a digitized cell-phone camera, a video 
camera, a computer camera, a Personal Digital Assistant, and a photo Scanner. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Iida discloses a digitized cell-phone camera, a video 
camera, a computer camera, a Personal Digital Assistant, and a photo Scanner, Please see fig. 1 
and read pages 4-5, paragraphs 40 and 45-46. In light of the teaching of Iida, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a 
digitized cell-phone camera, a video camera, a computer camera, a Personal Digital Assistant, 
and a photo Scanner in the selection of the group for acquiring digitized photo images in order to 
provide a functional improvement system for the photography system thereby increasing the 
satisfaction of the user (Iida, page 1, paragraph 8). 

Claims 5 and 15 are method claims where each of claims 5 and 15 corresponds to the 
apparatus (system) claim 9. Therefore, claims 5 and 15 are each analyzed and rejected as 
previously discussed with respect to claim 9. 
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9. TgfaatHE 5; ftj iwd If urn rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsumoto et al. (U.S. Pat. 5,796,428) in view of Hull (U.S. Pat. #5,806,005). 

For claim 17, Matsumoto discloses the computer- readable medium of Claim 1 1, 
comprising a digital storage device (fig. 1, refs. 104/109) including a CD, a diskette, and a digital 
memory device (col. 7, lines 38-40 and col. 7, line 61 - col. 8, line 11). 

Matsumoto also discloses a cassette (magnetic tape device; col. 8, lines 6-8). However, 
Matsumoto does not expressly disclose video and electronic mail. In a similar field of endeavor, 
Hull discloses a digital storage device (fig.l, ref. 12) including a video and electronic mail (col. 
2, lines 1-30). In light of the teaching of Hull, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the digital storage device of 
Matsumoto to store video and email messages in order to provide larger storage capacity suitable 
for a portable device (Hull, col. 1, lines 7-23). 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Parulski et al. (#6,629,104) Method for adding personalized metadata to a collection of 

digital images. 

Miyata (2003/0234875) Imaging apparatus and method for creating and storing album 

files. 

Patel et al. (6,747,692) A data terminal, which captures images and processes image 

information. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carramah J. Quiett whose telephone number is (571) 272-7316, 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, NgocYen Vu can be reached on (571) 272-7320. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

CJQ 

June 10, 2007 
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